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Reply to Office Action of July 20, 2006 

DISCUSSION OF THE AMENDMENT 
Claims 7-21 are active in the present application. Claims 1-6 are cancelled claims. 
Claims 7-21 are new claims. New Claims 7 and 9 are new independent claims. Support for 
new independent Claims 7 and 9 is found in original independent Claim 1 and throughout the 
specification. Support for new dependent Claims 8 and 1 1-13 is found in the original 
dependent claims. Support for new Claim 14 is found, for example, on page 5, line 21 . 
Support for new Claim 15 is found on page 6, line 6. Support for new Claims 16-18 is found 
on page 4, line 13 and in Examples 1-3. Support for the lower limit of the amount in percent 
by weight of the cellulose is calculated by summing the amount of the non-volatile 
components of Phase A and Phase B disclosed for each of the Examples, then determining 
the weight percentage of the cellulose components therefrom. Support for new Claim 19 is 
found on page 3, lines 21-22. Support for new Claim 20 is found in the paragraph bridging 
pages 2 and 3. Support for new Claim 21 is found on page 1 and throughout the specification. 
No new matter is believed to have been added by this amendment. 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
The presently claimed invention is drawn to a soluble solid film that includes at least 
a starch, a cellulose and a bacterium. The starch of the invention is one that comprises 
amylopectin. The cellulose is one of the celluloses explicitly recited in the Markush group of 
the claims. 

Applicants note that new Claim 9 explicitly states that the cellulose is bonded with the 
starch. Applicants submit that this feature is nowhere disclosed in the prior art relied upon by 
the Examiner. Likewise, new Claim 7 states that the cellulose and starch are bound together. 

Applicants submit that new Claims 7 and 9 are patentable over the prior art of record 
and request withdrawal of the rejections. 

The Office rejected the claims as anticipated and/or obvious in view of patents to 
Zecchino (U.S. 6,497,887) and Sharik (U.S. 5,206,026), and a WIPO Publication to Tien 
(WO 02/094224). Applicants traverse the rejection on the ground that the prior art relied 
upon by the Office does not disclose or suggest a solid film that contains each of the starch, 
cellulose and bacterium in the relationship of the present claims. 

For example, the compositions of Zecchino are described in a manner that limits the 
amount of cellulose material to a "small amount" (column 3, lines 17-18). The cellulose-type 
material of Zecchino is an additional film- former that is present "in an amount of about 
0.001% to about 25% by weight of the dry membrane" (column 3, lines 31-33 of Zecchino ). 
The Zecchino composition has an upper limit to the amount of cellulose, e.g., 25% by weight. 

Applicants draw the Office's attention to new dependent Claims 16-18 wherein the 
amount of the cellulose must be at least 27% by weight. Applicants submit that Zecchino can 
not disclose or suggest the subject matter of dependent Claims 16-18 because Zecchino limits 
to the amount of cellulose to at most 25% by weight. 
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Further, Zecchino nowhere discloses a composition that includes a starch that is 
bonded to the cellulose (see new Claim 9). 

Moreover, Zecchino nowhere discloses or suggests the use of an oxidized or 
caramelized starch in the prior art compositions (see, for example, new dependent Claims 14 
and 15). 

Applicants thus submit that at least the subject matter of new dependent Claims 14-18 
is further patentable over Zecchino . 

With regard to the WIPO publication, Applicants submit that Tien , at best, discloses 
cellulose only in the function of an excipient (see page 15 of Tien ). Moreover, Tien does not 
disclose any compositions containing an oxidized starch, a caramelized starch or a starch 
bonded to cellulose. 

Applicants thus submit that Tien cannot anticipate or render obvious all of the 
presently claimed subject matter and respectfully request an allowance of claims. 

Likewise, Sharik nowhere discloses or suggests compositions that contain the starches 
of the new dependent claims. Applicants thus submit that the presently claimed inventions 
are patentable over Sharik in view of Shank's silence with respect to the requirement for the 
inclusion of a starch in the prior art compositions. 

For the reasons discussed above, Applicants submit that the subject matter of the 
presently pending claims is novel and not obvious in view of the prior art relied upon by the 
Office and respectfully request withdrawal of the rejections. 
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